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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sprague 
et al. (Publication No. 2004/0070613) in view of Robinson et al. (Publication No. 
2002/0065844). 

As to claim 23, Sprague teaches a system (computer 12 - see e.g., paragraph 
[0021]) for displaying (see e.g., paragraph [0027] - i.e. the user interface (Ul) displays 
the meta elements for the user to enter values) a plurality of metadata elements (see 
e.g., paragraph [0028] - i.e. the metadata elements corresponds to "Name", 
""Description", "Owner", etc.) and values of the metadata elements (see e.g., Fig. 2 - 
the metadata element corresponds to "Name" and the metadata vale corresponds to 
"MetaData") on a document file. Sprague further teaches receiving commands to load 
the document file (see e.g., paragraph [0022] - i.e. pressing the start button is the 
command to load the document file) into a computing devices memory (see e.g., 
paragraph [0023] - i.e. the printed document is stored locally or remotely in computer 
12). Sprague does not teach assigning labels to the plurality of metadata elements and 
displaying the labels and values of the plurality of metadata elements. Robinson 
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teaches assigning labels to a plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0036] 
through [0042] - i.e. "udtl, ust1, ust2, ust3, fdst and zpos are labels, while "Item Value", 
"Item Description", "Item Location" and "Item Distance" are metadata elements 
displayed on the form), and a command to display the labels assigned to the plurality of 
metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0036] - i.e. the user utilizes gateway server 18 
website and clicks on a link, which generates a command that brings the user to a form 
where the user can define the tags and labels, which in turn displays the label on the 
form). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of displaying a plurality of 
metadata elements, values of the metadata elements and commands to load the 
document file of Sprague with Robinson's assigning and displaying metadata labels 
because the form taught in Robinson enables the user to reorder the data when the 
user realizes that a different order would be more suitable (see e.g., Robinson et al. 
paragraph [0045]). 

3. Claims 1 -19, 22, 24 - 26 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sprague et al. (Publication No. 2004/0070613) in view of Kawai et al. 
(Publication No. 2003/0107602) and further in view of Robinson et al. (Publication No. 
2002/0065844). 

As to claim 1 , Sprague teaches a method for displaying metadata placed on a 
document (see e.g., paragraph [0025] - i.e. the user interface (Ul) is used for entering 
metadata on the template and the metadata corresponds to metadata fields such as 
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"Name", "Owner", etc., which are displayed on the Ul as shown in Fig.1), by accepting a 
command to load a document file (see e.g., paragraph [0022] - i.e. pressing the start 
button is the command to load the document file) into a memory of a computing device 
(see e.g., paragraph [0023] - i.e. the printed document is stored locally or remotely in 
computer 12), a command line interface (MetaDataPrompt - see e.g., paragraph 
[0047]), having a plurality of metadata elements in the document file (see e.g., 
paragraph [0028], lines 6-15, i.e. the plurality of metadata elements are "Name", 
"Description", "Owner", etc.), and allowing the user to verify the value of at least one of 
the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0029] - i.e. the user interface 
(Ul) of Fig.1 will allow the user to visually verify the value of each metadata element for 
modification). Sprague teaches the limitations discussed above but does not teach a 
computer-aided design application. Kawai teaches the use of a computer-aided design 
(CAD) application that has various advantages compared to paper based product 
designing (see e.g., paragraph [0005]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
metadata elements and values of Sprague with the CAD application taught in Kawai 
because the CAD application of Kawai has functionalities of modifying data, performing 
simulation, searching and the reuse of data over conventional paper designing (see 
e.g., Kawai et al. paragraph [0005]). 

As discussed above, both Sprague and Kawai teaches their respective limitations 
but does not further include the teachings of assigning a label to each of a plurality of 
metadata elements, and a command to display the label assigned to at least one of the 
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plurality of metadata elements. Robinson teaches assigning labels to a plurality of 
metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0036] through [0042] - i.e. "udtl, ust1, ust2, 
ust3, fdst and zpos are labels, while "Item Value", "Item Description", "Item Location" 
and "Item Distance" are metadata elements displayed on the form), and a command to 
display the labels assigned to the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph 
[0036] - i.e. the user utilizes gateway server 18 website and clicks on a link, which 
generates a command that brings the user to a form where the user can define the tags 
and labels, which in turn displays the label on the form). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teachings of displaying metadata, a command to load the document, a 
command line interface and verification of the metadata element value of Sprague and 
Kawai's CAD application with assigning and displaying metadata labels of Robinson 
because the form taught in Robinson enables the user to reorder the data when the 
user realizes that a different order would be more suitable (see e.g., Robinson et al. 
paragraph [0045]). 

As to independent claim 12, claim 12 differs from claim 1 only in that claim 12 is 
an apparatus claim using a processor (computer 12 - Sprague clearly teaches a 
processor in which a computer comprises a processor in order to execute instructions), 
a user interface (user interface - see e.g., paragraph [0055]), and a display (display 
screen - see e.g., paragraph [0008]), whereas claim 1 is a method claim. Thus, claim 
12 is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 above. 
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As to claim 18, Sprague teaches a computing device (computer 12 - see e.g., 
paragraph [0021], line 15), for displaying a plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., 
paragraph [0025] - i.e. the user interface (Ul) is used for entering metadata on the 
template and the metadata corresponds to metadata fields such as "Name", "Owner", 
etc., which are displayed on the Ul as shown in Fig.1), a user communicating with an 
application (see e.g., paragraph [0038], lines 1 - 5, i.e. the user communicates with the 
application by means of using keyboard 206 to enter alphanumeric values), and 
displaying metadata values (see e.g., paragraph [0028] and Fig. 2 - i.e. wherein the 
metadata element is "Name" and the value of the metadata element is "MetaData"). 
Sprague teaches the limitations discussed above, but does not teach the application 
being a computer-aided design (CAD) application that is used to develop a document 
that describes an article of manufacture, which loads a file that corresponds to the 
document into a memory of a computing device. Kawai teaches a computer-aided 
design (CAD) application (CAD system - see e.g., paragraph [0029], line 3) that is used 
to develop a document (CAD drawing 12 -see e.g., paragraph [0033]) that describes 
an article of manufacture (see e.g., paragraph [0079] - i.e., article of manufacture 
corresponding mechanical parts are referred to automobile parts, electric appliances, 
machine tools, and toys). Kawai further teaches the application loading a file 
corresponding to the document into memory (see e.g., paragraph [0009] - [0010]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of metadata elements and values of 
Sprague with the CAD application taught in Kawai because the CAD application of 
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Kawai has functionalities of modifying data, performing simulation, searching and the 
reuse of data over conventional paper designing (see e.g., Kawai et al. paragraph 
[0005]). 

As discussed above, both Sprague and Kawai teaches their respective limitations 
but does not further include the teachings of assigning a label to each of a plurality of 
metadata elements, and a command to display the label assigned to at least on of the 
plurality of metadata elements. Robinson teaches assigning labels to a plurality of 
metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0036] through [0042] - i.e. "udtl, ustl, ust2, 
ust3, fdst and zpos are labels, while "Item Value", "Item Description", "Item Location" 
and "Item Distance" are metadata elements displayed on the form), and a command to 
display the labels assigned to the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph 
[0036] - i.e. the user utilizes gateway server 18 website and clicks on a link, which 
generates a command that brings the user to a form where the user can define the tags 
and labels, which in turn displays the label on the form). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teachings of Sprague and Kawai with assigning and displaying 
metadata labels of Robinson because the form taught in Robinson enables the user to 
reorder the data when the user realizes that a different order would be more suitable 
(see e.g., Robinson et al. paragraph [0045]). 

As to claim 25, Sprague teaches a computer-readable media (shared 
memory/storage 16 - see e.g., paragraph [0021]), that tangibly embodies a program of 
instructions (see e.g., paragraph [0044] - i.e. XRX_DSCRPT_METADATA is a script 
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embodied in a software) executable by a computing device (computer 12 - see e.g., 
paragraph [0021]), to display document metadata (see e.g., paragraph [0025] - i.e. the 
user interface (Ul) is used for entering metadata on the template and the metadata 
corresponds to metadata fields such as "Name", "Owner", etc., which are displayed on 
the Ul as shown in Fig.1) on a display (see e.g., paragraph [0008] - [0011], i.e. the user 
interface is displayed on a display screen), and the computing device displaying 
document metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0025] - i.e. the user interface (Ul) 
is used for entering metadata on the template and the metadata corresponds to 
metadata fields such as "Name", "Owner", etc., which are displayed on the Ul as shown 
in Fig.1) and the values of the metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0029] - i.e. the 
user interface (Ul) of Fig.1 will allow the user to visually verify the value of each 
metadata element for modification). Kawai teaches loading a computer file (see e.g., 
paragraph [0009] - [0010], i.e. importing relational information and data) corresponding 
to an article of manufacture (see e.g., paragraph [0079] - i.e., article of manufacture 
corresponding mechanical parts are referred to automobile parts, electric appliances, 
machine tools, and toys). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of metadata 
elements and values of Sprague with the CAD application taught in Kawai because the 
CAD application of Kawai has functionalities of modifying data, performing simulation, 
searching and the reuse of data over conventional paper designing (see e.g., paragraph 
Kawai et al. [0005]). 
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Both Sprague and Kawai teaches the limitations discussed above, but does not 
teach, assigning labels to the elements of the document metadata, and displaying the 
labels and value of each of the elements of the document metadata. Robinson teaches 
assigning labels to a plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0036] through 
[0042] - i.e. "udtl , ust1 , ust2, ust3, fdst and zpos are labels, while "Item Value", "Item 
Description", "Item Location" and "Item Distance" are metadata elements displayed on 
the form), and a command to display the labels assigned to the plurality of metadata 
elements (see e.g., paragraph [0036] - i.e. the user utilizes gateway server 18 website 
and clicks on a link, which generates a command that brings the user to a form where 
the user can define the tags and labels, which in turn displays the label on the form). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Sprague and Kawai with assigning 
and displaying metadata labels of Robinson because the form taught in Robinson 
enables the user to reorder the data when the user realizes that a different order would 
be more suitable (see e.g., paragraph [0045]). 

As to claim 2, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
1 above. Sprague clearly teaches accepting a command (see e.g., paragraph [0030], 
lines 7-9, i.e. the command is the user selecting the edit feature 122 of Fig. 2) to 
correct the value of at least one of the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., 
paragraph [0049], lines 5-7, i.e. the user is able to edit or delete the default value 
displayed on the field). 
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As to claim 3, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
2 above. Sprague teaches accepting an input generated by the user to correct the value 
of at least one of the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0038] - i.e. 
the acceptance of input generated from the user to correct the value of one of the 
plurality of metadata elements can be shown by the use of keyboard 206, which the 
user enters alphanumeric values). 

As to claim 4, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
2 above. Sprague teaches accepting an input generated by the computing device to 
correct the at least one of the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0031] 
in conjunction with paragraph [0044] - i.e. after the user selects the update field in 
Fig.3, the computing device processes the script to execute the command for editing a 
metadata element). 

As to claim 5, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
4 above. Sprague teaches the plurality of metadata elements includes at least a 
person's name, revision identifier, and a document title (see e.g., paragraph [0028] - i.e. 
the metadata element corresponds to "Name", "Description", "Owner", "Address" and 
"Title"). This claim is given weight to the phrase "one or more", in which only one of a 
person's name, revision identifier or a document title is addressed. 

As to claim 6, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
1 above. Robinson teaches the labels assigned to each of the plurality of metadata 
elements correspond to the value of the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., 
paragraph [0037] - [0044], i.e. the metadata label corresponds to "ust3", the metadata 
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element corresponds to "Item Location", and user enters values that corresponds to a 
store location). 

As to claim 7, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
1 above. Sprague teaches the document discussed in claim 1, while Kawai teaches a 
drawing that describes an article of manufacture corresponding to a mechanical part 
(see e.g., paragraph [0079] - i.e., article of manufacture corresponding mechanical 
parts are referred to automobile parts, electric appliances, machine tools, and toys). 
Thus combining both Sprague's document and Kawai's CAD drawing of an article of 
manufacture meets the limitations of claim 7. 

As to claim 8, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
1 above. Kawai teaches the document as a drawing that describes an article of 
manufacture corresponding to one of an electrical device or a system that performs a 
computer function (see e.g., paragraph [0079] - i.e. the electrical device corresponds to 
electric appliances). This claim is given weight to addressing the document as a 
drawing that can be an electrical device or a system that performs a computer function, 
thus the electrical appliance described in Kawai meets the limitation of an electrical 
device. 

As to claim 9, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 
1 above. Sprague teaches displaying incorrect portions of at least one of the plurality of 
metadata elements this is discernable from correct portions of at least one of the 
plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0030] -[0031], i.e. the box labeled 
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"Field Attribute" 124 can be used to view, display and edit any incorrect metadata 
elements that is discernable from correct portions of metadata elements). 

As to claim 10, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 1 above. Sprague teaches a document (see e.g., paragraph [0025]) and Kawai 
further teaches the document being generated by a computer-aided design application 
(see e.g., paragraph [0029], line 2 -3). Thus the combination of Sprague's document 
and Kawai's CAD application meets the limitations of claim 10. 

As to claim 1 1 , this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 1 above. A "table" is defined as an orderly arrangement of data, in the form of 
columns and rows (see e.g., Merriam-Webster Dictionary). Sprague teaches the 
plurality of metadata elements is placed within a table on the document (see e.g., Fig. 2 
- i.e. it can be distinguished that the metadata elements such as "Name", "Description" 
and "Owner" are arranged in a column and the metadata values are arranged in the 
same row as their corresponding metadata elements). 

As to dependent claim 13, this claim is analyzed with respect to claim 12 
discussed above, in which Sprague clearly teaches a user interface (user interface - 
see e.g., paragraph [0055]) that operates in a command line mode (MetaDataPrompt - 
see e.g., paragraph [0047]) is introduced. 

As to dependent claim 14, this claim is analyzed with respect to claim 12 above, 
wherein Kawai clearly teaches the document is a drawing that specifies an article of 
manufacturer (see e.g., paragraph [0079]). 
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As to dependent claim 15, this claim is analyzed with respect to claim 12 above, 
wherein Sprague clearly teaches the metadata elements include one or more of a 
person's name, a revision identifier, and a document title (see e.g., paragraph [0028]). 
This claim is given weight to the phrase "one or more", in which only one of a person's 
name, revision identifier or a document title is addressed. 

As to claim 16, this claim is analyzed with respect to claim 12 above, where the 
processor (computer 12 - Sprague clearly teaches a processor in which a computer 
comprises a processor in order to execute instructions) performs corrections to at least 
some of the values of the metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0031] in conjunction 
with paragraph [0044] - i.e. after the user selects the update field in Fig.3, the 
computing device processes the script to execute the command for editing a metadata 
element) in response to a user specifying a correction to one of the plurality of metadata 
elements (see e.g., paragraph [0038] - i.e. the acceptance of input generated from the 
user to correct the value of one of the plurality of metadata elements can be shown by 
the use of keyboard 206, which the user enters alphanumeric values). 

As to claim 17, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 16 above. Sprague teaches the document includes a plurality of pages (see e.g., 
Fig. 1 - Fig. 8) and the display (display screen - see e.g., paragraph [0008]) displays 
values of the metadata elements on one of the plurality of pages (see e.g., Fig. 2 - i.e. 
The value is "MetaData" and the metadata element is "Name") in response to the 
processor (computer 12 - Sprague clearly teaches a processor in which a computer 
comprises a processor in order to execute instructions), a user interface (user interface 



Application/Control Number: 10/672,627 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2179 

- see e.g., paragraph [0055]) receiving a corresponding command (see e.g., [0031]). 
Sprague teaches all the above limitations but does not teach the plurality of pages that 
specifies an article of manufacture. Kawai teaches a computer-aided application and 
drawing that specifies an article of manufacture (CAD drawing 12 - see e.g., paragraph 
[0033]) that describes an article of manufacture (see e.g., paragraph [0079] - i.e., article 
of manufacture corresponding mechanical parts are referred to automobile parts, 
electric appliances, machine tools, and toys). Thus combining both Sprague and Kawai 
meets the limitations of claim 17. 

As to claim 19, this claim is analyzed with respect to claim 18 above. Sprague 
teaches the user communicating with an application by way of a command line interface 
(MetaDataPrompt - see e.g., paragraph [0047], i.e. the MetaDataPrompt is presented to 
the user to ask for the desired metadata value), while Kawai teaches a computer-aided 
design application (see e.g., paragraph [0029], line 2 -3). Thus, combining both 
Sprague's command line interface with Kawai's computer-aided design application 
meets the limitations of claim 19. 

As to claim 22, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 18 above. Sprague teaches displaying values of at least some of the plurality of 
metadata elements (see e.g., Fig 2 - i.e. the metadata element "Name" displays the 
value "MetaData" on the user interface (Ul)). Robinson teaches receiving a command to 
display values (see e.g., paragraph [0045] - i.e. the form is provided to the user for 
reorganization of the data) corresponding to metadata elements having a certain 
character string (see e.g., paragraph [0037], line 3 - i.e. ust1 and ust2 store up to 64 
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characters) in the assigned label (see e.g., paragraph [0037] through [0045] - i.e. ust1, 
ust2, are labels that store up to 64 character strings). 

As to claim 24, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 23 above. Sprague clearly teaches accepting a command (see e.g., paragraph 
[0030], lines 7-9, i.e. the command is the user selecting the edit feature 122 of Fig. 2) 
to correct the value of at least one of the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., 
paragraph [0049], lines 5-7, i.e. the user is able to edit or delete the default value 
displayed on the field). 

As to claim 26, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 25 above. Sprague teaches a computer-readable media (shared memory/storage 
- see e.g., paragraph [0021]) wherein the computing device (computer 12 - see e.g., 
paragraph [0021]) accepting a command from a user by way of a command line 
interface (MetaDataPrompt - see e.g., paragraph [0047], i.e. the MetaDataPrompt is 
presented to the user to ask for the desired metadata value). 

As to claim 29, this calim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 25 above. . Claim 29 differs from claim 22 only in that claim 29 includes a 
computer-readable medium (shared memory/storage - see e.g., paragraph [0021]), 
which is taught by Sprague. 

4. Claims 20, 21 , 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sprague et al. (Publication No. 2004/0070613) in view of Kawai et al. 
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(Publication No. 2003/0107602), further in view of Robinson et al. (Publication No. 
2002/0065844) and further in view of Porter et al. (Publication No. 2002/0099737). 

As to claims 20, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 18 above. Sprague, Robinson and Kawai teach their respective limitations but 
they do not teach a computing device determining that at least a portion of one of the 
plurality of metadata elements are incorrect. Porter teaches accessing, analyzing 
metadata, in which incorrect metadata elements are corrected (see e.g., paragraph 
[0032] - i.e. if a portion of the metadata element and value is missing, it is added to the 
metadata). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of a computing device for 
displaying a plurality of metadata elements, a user communicating with an application, 
and displaying metadata values of Sprague with Kawai's CAD application and 
incorporating the assigning of labels to metadata elements and a command to display 
the labels assigned to the metadata elements taught by Robinson with the correction of 
incorrect metadata elements of Porter because it improves the quality of the metadata 
associated with the media (see e.g., Porter et al. paragraph [0009]). 

As to claim 21 , this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 20 above. Sprague teaches displaying incorrect portions of at least one of the 
plurality of metadata elements this is discernable from correct portions of at least one of 
the plurality of metadata elements (see e.g., paragraph [0030] - [0031], i.e. the box 
labeled "Field Attribute" 124 can be used to view, display and edit any incorrect 
metadata elements that is discernable from correct portions of metadata elements). 
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As to claim 27, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 25 above. Claim 27 differs from claim 20 only in that claim 27 includes a 
computer-readable medium (shared memory/storage - see e.g., paragraph [0021]), 
which is taught by Sprague. Thus, combining Sprague and Porter meets the limitations 
of claim 27. 

As to claim 28, this claim is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 25 above. Claim 28 differs from claim 21 only in that claim 28 includes a 
computer-readable medium (shared memory/storage - see e.g., paragraph [0021]), 
which is taught by Sprague. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. MacPhail et al. (Patent No. 6,593,943) can be cited as pertinent 
art in which MacPhail teaches the use of metadata labels within a data structure format. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Henry Vuu whose telephone number is (571)270-1048. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chanh Nguyen can be reached on (571) 270-1048. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/672,627 



Page 18 



Art Unit: 2179 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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